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Our free society is made possible by the dissemination of truth for which a free press is essential. Much of the daily press, news weeklies and radio cater to the material and sensational, 
yielding to the many pressures that play upon narrow provincialism and national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic 
practice and a rational defense system. The mass media, therefore, are not adequate for the lay mind which would maintain its dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth. For this more discern- 
ing public, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts, highly condensed and drawn from the most authoritative sources, which provide a greater insight into the crucial 


issues of the day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only as our society is motivated 


by Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent in war and communism 


and move forward out of the tribalism of men towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





“What Can I Do?” 


Your Congressman is home now 
and wants to meet the voters! Why 
not invite him to be guest of honor 
at a meeting of your club, study 
class or neighborhood organization? 
Most Congressmen welcome such 
opportunities to meet their constitu- 
ents. Yours might be glad to come 
to your home if you invite a large 
group of neighbors and friends who 
are responsible voters and _intelli- 
gently interested in the issues of the 
day. Because your Congressman is 
a very busy man, these groups 
should be as large as possible and 
represent the most active political 
minds in your community. (If you 
are a pastor, this would provide 


a worthwhile Sunday evening 
program.) 
Your Congressman, when in 


Washington, is under tremendous 
pressure to support forces that may 
be detrimental to the welfare of the 
country — the liquor and gambling 
interests, big business monopolies 
and the war-makers. When he is at 
home among his friends and neigh- 
bors, he wants to know what the 
voters think; thus it is your respon- 
sibility, and that of your friends and 
neighbors, to share with him your 
convictions. Remember that a de- 
mocracy depends upon the active 
participation in politics of all citizens. 

If a formal gathering is called 
and the Congressman makes an ad- 
dress, then follow with light refresh- 
ments to create an informal, round- 
table atmosphere in which people 
will be encouraged to speak freely. 
If it is in your home, ask the Con- 
gressman first to tell something of 
the things that concern him most in 
his position in Washington; then 
ask him if he would like to hear 
from his constituents and what con- 
cerns them most. Every effort 
should be made to curb any vindic- 
tiveness or ill feeling between any 
group on any subject, so that the 
discussion may be at a high level 
of Christian goodwill. 


X-Ray and Forecast 


RNOLD J. TOYNBEE, noted historian, speaking to 2,000 alumni of 

the Harvard Business School at the Fiftieth Anniversary dinner 

(Sept. 4th): “World Order, world cooperation, social and racial justice are 

now literally necessities of life. We know that we shall destroy ourselves if 

we do not achieve these goals, so there can be no question of boggling over 
the price. We'll have to pay it whatever it may be.” 

All important business deals, political pacts and, in the past, most 
diplomatic agreements have been achieved through bargaining and com- 
promise. But now in this day of extraordinary political and military fanati- 
cism, the normal functions of diplomacy are blocked by the extremists who 
would plunge the whole world into the abyss before they would even try 
doing unto others as they wish to be done unto. When rational moves to- 
wards understanding the viewpoints and needs of other people are op- 
posed by shouts of appeasement — we are, as Toynbee says, doomed. 


BRINKMANSHIP OR STATESMANSHIP? 


N all good conscience, no one can deny that U. S. prestige has rapidly 
decreased since U. S. armed troops went into Lebanon, since we in- 
stigated and shared the British armed invasion to support the false oil king- 
dom of Jordon and since we announced our policy of holding by force 
the offshore islands off Red China. (There is considerable official opposi- 
tion to this extreme stand in the China waters, so we hope by the time this 
is in print the policy will have been reversed or greatly altered.) 

FOREIGN VISITORS or Americans returning from abroad con- 
tinually report that, while America is still greatly admired, the U. S. is now 
the most feared of all nations. The press of the world provides impressive 
evidence that atomic war is dreaded more than communism and that peo- 
ple everywhere fear U. S. military policy will bring war. It is now clear 
that, if we should get into war over our actions in the Mideast and in Asia, 
we will be left almost without allies. Press dispatches, for instance, played 
up the statement by the Philippine Government that it would support our 
Formosa position, but played down or suppressed the remaining part of the 
Philippine statement that they would not back our Quemoy position. 

The influential Manchester Guardian warns, “The British are giv- 
ing the most reluctant lip support to the U. S. position on the offshore is- 
lands, although almost the entire British press, including the conservative 
London Times, has denounced the U. S. position on Quemoy and Matsu. 
It is extremely doubtful the British Parliament would support a U. S. war 
against Red China growing out of present policies.” Canada’s most im- 
portant newspaper, The Toronto Globe and Mail, during early September, 
carried on an editorial campaign against the U. S. Formosa policy. The 
world-wide Reuters news service, largely serving British and European 
papers, reports a survey of the world press with the headlines, “U. S. Seen 
Alone If It Backs Chiang’s Isles.” (N. Y. Herald-Tribune, Aug. 30.) 

Therefore, the present military extremism dominant in Washington 
violates the first principle of military tactics — don’t risk war unless you 
have gained the support of all possible allies. 

THE CHARGE that the Red Chinese are aggressors against the 
U. S. for shooting up the Chiang installations on the island of Quemoy 
inside a Red China harbor “has the flavor of burlesque comedy and is an 
offense to any intelligence,” comments a European editor. It is too well 

(continued on NEXT page) 


The New Job Economy 
In our last economic report we 
described the unusual nature of the 
present business recovery which still 
leaves about five million workers 
out of jobs. We discussed the politi- 
cal and moral aspects of this con- 
tradictory situation —high level 
unemployment surrounded by pros- 
perity and high level production. 
(The Administration’s new figure of 
4,650,000 unemployed is getting 
pre-election ballyhoo but is hotly 
challenged by labor leaders.) 
Evidence is now emerging that 
the summer of 1958 witnessed the 
beginning of one of our greatest in- 
dustrial revolutions, a beginning 
that has seemed to reach full flood 
in a matter of weeks. Industry is 
moving into automation or elec- 
tronically controlled production on 
an unexpectedly large scale. Thou- 
sands of companies and corpora- 
tions have been installing new auto- 
matic and electronic equipment dur- 
ing the past few years and months. 
When last year’s recession cut 
production, the old machines were 
laid off and the workers with them. 
Now, in re-hiring, employers seek 
workers with technical training or 
the ability to absorb such training 
for the new electronic equipment. 
Most of us have seen, within the 
circles of our personal acquaintance, 
these transitions taking place — in 
insurance companies, railroad and 
plane ticket offices, food processing 
corporations, steel plants and many 
other businesses and industries. 
This trend is part of a long his- 
tory of economic change. In 1880 
half of all employed Americans 
worked on farms. Then came the 
first industrial revolution and the 
great shift from farming to factory 
work. Today, only 10 per cent of 
our labor force work on farms. At 
the beginning of World War II the 
shift of manpower away from in- 
dustry began while production vast- 
ly increased. According to U. S. 


Dent. of Commerce figures, in 1940, 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








The New Job Economy 
(continued) 
51 per cent of all workers were en- 


gaged in the production of food, 
goods and materials in factories, 
industry, mining or agriculture. 
Now only 43 per cent of the work- 
ers are in production while the total 
goods, materials and food produced 
has vastly increased. Increases in 
the trades and services — govern- 
ment employment, insurance, real 
estate, retail selling, etc. — has tak- 
en up much of the slack during this 
period of transition, but any way 
you add up the figures there is a 
surplus of manpower. How this ad- 
justment will be made is yet to be 
revealed. Perhaps the new leisure 
will create the need for many new 
goods and services. But within this 
transition is another change that 
will affect every family. 

Almost all industrial employment 
now requires special skills, a trend 
that will steadily increase. The era 
of Rosie the Riviter — from kitch- 
en sink to pay check in three weeks 
—will soon be gone. With about 
five million still unemployed, many 
factories and industrial plants are 
looking for workers— but these 
must be skilled and_ technically 
trained. Several of the aircraft cor- 
porations with new missile and jet 
plane contracts are crippled because 
they cannot get the draftsmen, ma- 
chinists and technicians they need. 
Their “help wanted” ads may be 
found in all metropolitan dailies. 
The shortage is not just in the field 
of engineering; there is a shortage 
of machine tool operators, electrical 
technicians, die makers, etc. 

Sec. of Labor James P. Mitchell 
charges that our whole educational 
and industrial apprentice system has 
failed to meet America’s enlargen- 
ing economic life. Several U. S. 
companies are going to Canada to 
employ expert machinists, iron 
workers, pipe fitters, die makers. 
Some factories are building new 
branches abroad where they can 
get skilled help. The Smith-Corona 
Company plans to open a large fac- 
tory in England where the British 
apprentice system still turns out 
skilled labor. The Hamilton Watch 
Company is putting up a large 
plant in Switzerland, not only be- 
cause of lower costs, but because 
of the skilled labor available. The 
U. S. Dept. of Labor lists an acute 
shortage in 60 skills while nearly 
five million look for work! One 
Western state made a survey of 
what its growing industries will need 
by 1961 — only two years away — 
and estimated that there will be a 
200 per cent increase in the demand 
for electronic technicians; a 169 
increase for draftsmen and design- 
ers: a 100 per cent increase for tool 
and die makers. Where will these 
craftsmen come from? No such 


skilled manpower is in sight. 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


known that Chiang has used these islands to harass and threaten Red 
China bases. Our warships are operating within five miles of Red China’s 
coast; their guns are 7,000 miles from our coasts! A courageous American 
editor comments, “Would the Americans tolerate Red China forces en 
masse on Staten Island in New York’s harbor?” 


IT IS OPEN KNOWLEDGE that the Chiang Kai-shek regime can- 
not fulfill its announced aims without U. S. armed intervention; if Chiang 
gets anywhere he must ride in on waves of American blood and dollars. 
How acute is this danger? An officer on an American destroyer wrote this 
Newsletter, “One of our chief worries is that one of Chiang Kai-shek’s Na- 
tionalist torpedo boats will use some red paint, put Communist uniforms 
on their crew and, some dark night, take a torpedo run at one of our air 
carriers, sinking it with 2,500 men on board. You think it couldn’t happen? 
Fifty thousand dollars will buy anything on Formosa. Remember the 
Maine?” 

WITH AMERICAN LIVES AND OUR NATIONAL SECURITY 
on such a knife edge of danger, what is the quality of thought among our 
leaders? When an AP man on September Ist asked the Admiral of the 
U. S. Seventh Fleet in the Formosa Straits how best to meet Red China’s 
determination to get rid of Chiang Kai-shek’s regime, the Admiral said, 
“We can lick ’em.” That may be considered clever in high military circles, 
but is it adequate? This same Admiral admirably recovered himself by 
stating publicly that Chiang Kai-shek’s forces are of questionable military 
value and the whole offshore island situation a hazardous position for the 
U. S. defense forces. (AP and UPI, Sept. 11.) In other words, “If we are 
to lick ’em, we’re better off attempting it alone and from more distant 
bases.” When newsman Chalmers Roberts asked President Eisenhower at 
a press conference if the U. S. would be forced to defend Quemoy and 
Matsu because Chiang had put over a third of his best troops there, the 
President said he couldn’t say — “You simply can’t make military deci- 
sions until after the event reaches you.” This viewpoint goes a long way, 
comments Walter Lippman, to explain why there has been no U. S. policy 
about these offshore islands, until American lives were in grave danger; and 
to explain why Marines were suddenly sent to Lebanon where nobody 
wants them; and why there was a dense fog over Washington’s policy on 
integration until paratroops were sent to Little Rock. 


HOW DID WE GET THIS WAY? 


N all history, no victor ever treated the vanquished with more Christian 
charity than the U. S. has shown towards her enemies — Japan and 
Germany. We fought them, destroyed them; then we abundantly restored 
their economies and returned their political independence. We forgave our 
enemies and befriended them in the spirit of the New Testament. If this 
image of us had remained standing before the people of the world, how 
different would have been present history! 


THE RENEWED THREAT OF COMMUNISM AROSE soon 
after World War II as our good works progressed; and then another element 
of the American character surged ahead of our New Testament spirit. Com- 
munism preaches hate and uses violence. Those whose fortunes had pros- 
pered during the war — making weapons or using them — and the politi- 
cians who found headlines and voters easier to stir with words of fear and 
threat than constructive reasoning, all echoed from the house tops that, 
since communism preaches hate and uses violence, therefore we must 
make ready to meet them on their own terms. 


TWO IMPORTANT FACTORS were overlooked: 


@ That communism centers its teaching about hate on the “hatred 
of the exploited for the exploiter,” the “worker for the capitalist,” while 
teaching brotherhood to men of all races and tongues. Thus Marxism has 
an immense appeal to multiple-millions of the impoverished and depressed 
races of color throughout the globe. 

e@ That the Communist teachings regarding the use of violence 
specifically emphasize violence as a revolutionary weapon, civil violence — 
to the point of civil war if the capitalist class offers armed resistance — 
stirred from within, rather than the violence of invading armies conquer- 
ing from without. No preachment of Marx or the Communist doctrinaire 
teaches that the world is to be conquered by invading Communist armies, 
but all emphasize “the proletariat arising in armed violence against their 
capitalist exploiters.” (The established Communist states are to furnish 
arms and guidance to the “proletariat” in other countries — but not armed 
battalions.) 


LENIN TAUGHT that a Red revolution should not be started and 
could not succeed until the Communist workers within a country are strong 
enough to win and sustain the Marxist state. The Communists have rigidly 


adhered to this doctrine. President Eisenhower’s statements concerning 
(continued on NEXT page) 


The New Job Economy 


(continued) 

Even in the field of selling today, 
most jobs require some technical 
knowledge, the best selling positions 
a great deal. The young person who 
drifts through school and into adult- 
hood without a special skill will find 
few opportunities. If he gets a good 
education, can read and write pro- 
ficiently and is fairly well grounded 
in mathematics, he can readily ac- 
quire a special skill after leaving 
school. There will probably be a 
large increase in the number of in- 
dustrial trade and craft schools open 
to the high school graduates. Today 
high school grads either go to col- 
lege or get jobs, but unless they 
are technically trained, they may 
often be in and out of work. Col- 
lege educators complain that their 
classes are overcrowded with youth 
who aren’t interested in their studies 
and shouldn‘t be there. Four years 
of history, literature, psychology, 
art and music, with some mathe- 
matics and science sprinkled in, do 
not equip a young person to earn a 
living today, unless his abilities 
qualify him for executive and ad- 
ministrative posts. More schools 
that provide for two or three inten- 
sive years (no long summer vaca- 
tions) of machine and tool training, 
drafting and designing, electronics 
and similar studies, with a broaden- 
ing base of the liberal arts, are 
greatly needed and will come. The 
young people who seek careers in 
education, law, ministry, medicine, 
science and the arts will still fill our 
colleges and universities but the 
need for mechanically skilled minds, 
eyes and hands is becoming so 
great, and the rewards so attractive, 
that the above changes are in- 
evitable. 


Subliminal Sight? 


There has been much concern 
over reports of subliminal advertis- 
ing — the “invisible sell” — where- 
in images and words, flashed on TV 
or movie screen too rapidly for con- 
scious human sight, are still thought 
to be capable of impressing the sub- 
conscious mind __ sufficiently to 
prompt response. After exhaustive 
research, two prominent university 
psychologists now contend that sub- 
liminal perception is a myth and 
does not, in reality, exist. Dr. C. H. 
Lawshe and Dr. J. C. Naylor, of 
Purdue University, found in their 
research that if people went out and 
“bought pop corn and voted for 
Jones” it was because the screen 
projection lasted long enough for 
the images to be consciously seen. 
They found no evidence that images 
flashed faster than the eye can see 
left any impression upon the sub- 
conscious mind. However, there are 
at least two companies which are 
developing equipment for the pro- 
jection of subliminal advertising 
films. 








Defense Of What? 


The U. S. is spending nearly a 
billion dollars in Spain to build 
“bastions of strength for the defense 
of freedom and democracy.” Yet 
the Spanish Franco Government 
refused to allow any Spanish Prot- 
estant leaders to attend the Lambeth 
World Christian Conference in Lon- 
don, although several churchmen 
from behind the Iron Curtain were 
permitted to attend. 


The noted Negro novelist, Rich- 
ard Wright, in his recent volume 
Pagan Spain, calls the Protestants 
in Spain “white Negroes.” Wright 
charges that Spanish Protestants are 
even worse off than Southern Ne- 
groes for they are not permitted to 
have a church of their own that 
looks like a church. Many Protes- 
tant chapels have been closed in the 
past few years and no permits are 
issued for new buildings. 


Protestants desiring to marry 
must face the extreme restrictions 
of the Roman Catholic hierarchy. 
Mr. Wright describes the plight of 
hundreds of evangelical couples 
who have spent years trying to get 
permission to marry. Spanish law, 
dictated by the church, does not 
recognize marriage that is not sol- 
emnized by the Roman church. 
Therefore, those who are married 
by Protestant ceremony are publicly 
accused of “practicing prostitution.” 
Last February Madrid’s leading 
daily, A. B. C., published an edi- 
torial accusing Protestants, who 
were not married by a priest, of 
preaching free love and commu- 
nism. A noted Roman Catholic lay- 
man, friendly to Protestants, asked 
the editor if the Protestants would 
be permitted to reply to the charges; 
he was told that the bishop had for- 
bidden further discussion. 

No Protestant publications are 
permitted nor are Protestants al- 
lowed to circulate printed matter of 
any kind. Three times in 1957 the 
Bible Society center in Madrid was 
raided and all Bibles on hand were 
burned. (Christian Century, Aug. 6.) 


ALCOHOLICS ANONYMOUS 
organized in 1935, now has 225,000 
members and over 7,000 chapters 
in 68 nations. Religion has a major 
part in the AA program, in a most 
realistic way. Harry Emerson Fos- 
dick states, “I have listened to many 
learned arguments about God but 
for honest-to-goodness experiential 
evidence of God, His Power, per- 
sonally appropriated and His reality 
indubitably assured, give me a good 
meeting of the AA.” 

The AA is about the only organi- 
zation where Protestants, Catholics 
and Jews—even unbelievers — 
meet harmoniously in an atmos- 
phere of religious reverence and 
human service. Man’s_ desperate 
need makes brothers of us_ all. 
(Friends Journal.) 
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X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


Quemoy, Sept. 11 — that Red China tried to conquer Korea and Indochina 
— are demonstrably false, but typical of Pentagon distortions in support of 
present U. S. military policies. Red China did not invade Korea until U. S. 
armies threatened the China frontier after we intervened in a Communist- 
inspired Korean civil war. There were no Red Chinese units fighting under 
Ho Min in the Indochina revolution, although Red China furnished the 
Communists with supplies for both conflicts. 


THE COMMUNIST THESIS TEACHES that the capitalist nations 
will eventually send armies to destroy the Communist states, specifically 
Russia, as the Mother Soviet. They see Hitler’s invasion as verifying this 
prophecy. Hence, when our armed might crowds upon Russia and Red 
China at seventy or more different points, they are convinced we are going 
to attack, and most of the world shares the same fear. 


DISTORTING THESE FACTS ABOUT COMMUNISM, the U. S. 
military-industrial-political war machine surged out in front of the Chris- 
tian America that had made friends of our enemies, and within a few years 
the face of America was the face of armed might and not the face of char- 
ity. While 100,000 Red Chinese seduced the hungry and desperate 500 mil- 
lion Chinese people, our industrial-military-political war machine got em- 
broiled with the Communists in Korea and spent $35 billion in a three year 
conflict. If we had spent one-tenth of $35 billion in Christian charity to- 
wards the Chinese and Korean people during those few years immediately 
preceding, communism would never have had a chance. The apt comment 
of one sane American military man, Gen. Omar Bradley, has been often 
quoted — that the Korean conflict was “the wrong war, in the wrong place, 
at the wrong time, against the wrong people.” 


WITH OUR FAILURE TO COPE with the problem of commu- 
nism in Korea and China through armed might, the U. S. industrial-politi- 
cal-military war machine wedded its interests with those of Chiang Kai- 
shek as he took over Formosa. Yet almost all authorities on Asian affairs 
have consistently warned that Chiang was a lost cause. But the military alli- 
ance with Chiang coincided with the GOP party line, and the 1952 Presi- 
dential campaign was headlined with the boast that an Eisenhower victory 
would “unleash” Chiang Kai-shek. (Truman had put the U. S. fleet there 
not only to protect Formosa but to keep Chiang from starting a war with 
Red China.) When Eisenhower was elected, the Formosa-firsters (Sen. 
Knowland, Sen. Jenner, the late Sen. McCarthy and others, supported by 
Vice Pres. Nixon) demanded that Chiang be “unleashed.” But Chiang un- 
leashed brought forth not a tigerish force, but something more like a pussy 
cat, which could do nothing without U. S. support. It was this unleashing 
of Chiang and his efforts to show strength by armed occupation of the 
small islands on Red China’s doorstep that got the U. S. involved in one of 
the tightest and most absurd military positions in our history. (See James 
Reston, N. Y. Times, Sept. 7; and Chalmers Roberts, Washington Post, 
Sept. 5.) 


NO POLICY FOR PEACE 


HERE has been no policy for seeking peace by peaceful means in 
Washington, no Department of Peace, no budget for peace. All efforts 
have concentrated on the techniques of force and armed power which can 
but increase fear and hate. No wonder the world fears us! This all-out mili- 
tary policy is continually enforced by the most powerful military lobby in 
history — the plane and missile manufacturers, the corporations that build 
(continued on NEXT page) 


How It’s Done 


The American Medical Associa- 
tion spent nearly $500,000 last year 
on public relations and lobbying in 
Washington to influence Congress 
and the public on vital health issues. 
The technique of how the AMA 
prepares to manipulate Congress is 
reported in the Washington Post 
(Aug. 30). Questionnaires are now 
being sent to a selected list of indi- 
vidual doctor members of the AMA 
throughout the country, asking for 
information about Congressmen 
whom the doctors know — their 
hobbies, their family relationships, 
their church affiliations and other 
personal facts about every member 
of the House and Senate. 


This confidential questionnaire 
asks such questions as, “Who is the 
Congressman’s personal physician 
in Washington and at home? Who 
are the principal contributors to his 
campaign? What newspapers sup- 
port him? What contact does the 
medical profession have with any 
of the newspapers or the editors or 
advertisers that support this Con- 
gressman?” With this information 
from their doctor-members, the 
AMA can “case” every member of 
the House and Senate, to bring pres- 
sure on him, on the newspapers at 
home who support him, on the doc- 
tors who serve him and his family. 

The AMA backed the campaign 
that recently defeated former Sen. 
Claude Pepper of Florida who tried 
to regain his seat in the Senate. But 
Sen. Pepper was co-author of sev- 
eral legislative bills that increased 
the public health services. Hence, 
he was black-listed by the AMA 
throughout Florida and all doctors 
were advised to fight him. 


Religion Among Reds 


After a visit to Russia, five dis- 
tinguished clergymen who repre- 
sent leading American religious or- 
ganizations re-emphasize what Be- 
tween The Lines has reported many 
times: That the churches of Russia, 
especially the great cathedrals in the 
leading cities, are crowded, some- 
times with as many as 10,000 to 
12,000 worshipers. The American 
clerics were told by the Metropoli- 
tan Nicolai of Moscow that 250 to 
300 babies are baptized every Sun- 
day in every large Orthodox church 
throughout the country, including 
many children of party members. 
Other reporters have reported see- 
ing high-ranking officers of the elite 
Russian Air Force bringing their 
children to church for baptism. Ex- 
perienced observers believe that this 
strongly indicates a recognition of 
the church’s influence as an his- 
torical factor in Russian life—even 
among party officials and the mili- 
tary class who in terms of party 
theory should have nothing to do 
with the church. 








Oil & Taxes 


Those who witnessed the closing 
hours of the last session of the U. S. 
Senate understand why this News- 
letter has spotlighted the power of 
the U. S. oil combines over Ameri- 
can foreign policies and the subver- 
sive influence which the oil trusts 
have on the U. S. tax structure. A 
group of Senators, including both 
Republicans and Democrats, tried 
to get a bill passed that would have 
partially closed the loopholes which 
permit the oil corporations to re- 
tain the larger portion of their prof- 
its, a tax advantage that far exceeds 
any given to other businesses or tax 
payers. The oil companies have a 
27.5 per cent depletion allowance 
which, Sen. Proxmire (D., Wis.) 
charges, costs the Federal treasury 
$3 billion a year. 

The debate on this bill, which 
covers some 50 pages in the Con- 
gressional Record, is directly related 
to the explosive situation in the 
Mideast where the oil corporations 
have been able to dictate U. S. po- 
litical and military policies for over 
a decade. The final Senate vote, 58 
to 31, reveals the pressure of oil on 
American politics, for the 58 who 
voted against the tax reform meas- 
ure are chiefly those whose cam- 
paigns have benefited by oil money. 

Oil billionaires have become a 
major factor in countless political 
campaigns throughout the nation. 
Executives in the oil corporations, 
through depreciation tax allow- 
ances, have huge funds available to 
aid the candidates that will hold 
the line drawn by the oil companies 
on domestic policies and foreign af- 
fairs. The Senate heard of one 
Texas oil millionaire, who had a 
total net income of $14 million 
from 1950 through ’55, yet paid a 
total income tax of only $80,000 
for the entire period —a tax rate 
of less than half of one per cent. 
Compare this with the lowest rate 
of 20 per cent found in the tax ta- 
bles for the single man with less 
than $2,000 a year income. The 
Senators who led the attack on the 
oil tax dodge also cited the manner 
in which the oil corporations evade 
taxes on foreign profits. 

D. L. Howard, a leading oil 
company lawyer, reports in the New 
Republic Magazine that five private 
American oil firms take uncon- 
scionable profits from Mideast oil 
without answering to any public au- 
thority. Howard explained that the 
immensity of the Mideast oil fields 
permits extremely low production 
costs of about 30 cents a barrel for 
oil that is sold at $2.12 or more per 
barrel, a price structure based large- 
ly on production costs in the U. S. 

These Mideast U. S. oil compan- 
ies have also been able to use cer- 
tain loopholes in U. S. tax laws re- 


garding foreign investments, to es- 
(continued third col., THIS page) 
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ships, submarines and carriers, and others who spend millions every year to 
keep the fat contracts coming, activities which by their very nature sustain 
and augment war fears and fevers. (Weapons lobbies were described in 
BIL, Feb. 15.) 


THE U. S. ATTACHMENT TO THE UNITED NATIONS has 
been one of expediency. Through the flagrant by-passing of the UN in our 
military action in Lebanon and the Formosa Straits, we have driven the 
authority of that international body to a low ebb. No amount of Presiden- 
tial platitudes or official gestures will mend the loss. The critics of the UN 
point to the indifference towards the UN displayed recently by Gamal 
Nasser of Egypt; how can we expect the small nations to accept the UN’s 
authority when the great powers, including the U. S., also ignore it — ex- 
cept when the UN is useful to them? 

Just as the UN has the authority and the instrumentalities (if we 
would honor and support them) to keep the peace in the Mideast, so could 
the UN, by establishing a trusteeship over disputed territories, deliver the 
U. S. from its dangerous position in the Formosa Straits. The U. S. bases 
on Formosa, in the view of most military analysts, comprise a death trap in 
missile warfare, yet the military traditionalists who rule the Pentagon will 
exert enormous pressure to prevent a UN trusteeship and will resort to any 
means to sabotage such an arrangement. Those who speak for them in the 
press and radio, the alarmists who perpetually warn that Russia will attack 
but with never a scrap of evidence to sustain these alarms, are already un- 
dermining any suggestion of a UN trusteeship. 

The UN could arrange for a plebiscite on Formosa so that the For- 
mosans themselves might determine their own destiny. Chiang Kai-shek’s 
regime is admittedly a police state, only a little less severe than that of Mao 
Tze-tung, and when the Chiang forces took over Formosa only nine years 
ago they slaughtered between 5,000 and 10,000 Formosans. Hence there is 
little doubt that the seven million Formosans today would vote to be rid of 
the Chiang dictatorship. Consequently the Chiang forces there and in the 
U. S. vigorously oppose all suggestions of a UN intervention. (Didn’t 
President Eisenhower give voice to another rather bold falsehood in his 
Quemoy broadcast when he spoke several times of the “free nation of 
Formosa?” The N. Y. Times of Sept. 13, 14 and 15 reprinted the Toronto 
Globe and Mail articles on Formosa; the periodical indexes in any large 
public library will provide other references to material published in 1949-50 
on Chiang’s occupation of Formosa and in 1958 on the present tyrannical 
nature of Chiang’s regime.) 


WE ARE NOT IMPRACTICAL IDEALISTS in supporting UN 
authority. One of the world’s leading military tacticians, Sir John Slessor, 
Marshal of the British Royal Air Force, has urged that British Hongkong 
be made a trusteeship of the UN. “Hongkong, like Quemoy, is an island 
in a Red China harbor,” states Sir John. “It can only remain in British 
hands as that suits Peking’s interests. For Britain to try to retain Hongkong 
as a colony is just as silly as the American policy on Formosa. We should 

. hot fight over secondary issues which will only turn the millions of 
Asia against us. I believe in ten years time we could make China more of 
a problem to Russia than ever she has been to the West,” concludes Gen- 
eral Slessor’s statement, which corroborates the reporting of this Newsletter. 
But most such news, even from such an eminent figure, is suppressed or 
ignored by much of the U. S. press which remains submissive to the fana- 
ticism of our dominant military-political cliques. (Gen. Slessor’s statement 
appeared in the London papers Sept. 4 and was briefly summarized in the 
Washington Post, Sept. 5.) 

LITTLE HAS BEEN REPORTED also of the action of eight 
members of the influential Senate Foreign Relations Committee, in ask- 
ing President Eisenhower to stress economic aid rather than military aid 
in our foreign relations. This powerful group of Senators includes such 
names as Democrats Fulbright of Arkansas, Theodore Green of R. I., John 
Kennedy of Massachusettes, and Republican Langer of N. D.; the action 
was also endorsed by GOP Senators H. Alexander Smith of N. J. and John 
Sherman Cooper. The group told the White House that “Overemphasis on 
military assistance involves the U. S. in situations in which our aid con- 
tributes to the maintenance of regimes which lack broad support in the 
countries we assist (Chiang in Formosa, Franco in Spain, etc. — Ed.) 

. and by its nature tends to create military hierarchies which even en- 
danger the values of freedom we seek to safeguard.” (N.Y. Times, Sept. 10.) 

These issues, which have power suddenly to reach deep into our 
lives, are determined by the pressures exerted on our leaders. Write to 
your Senator immediately, urging him to exert a restraining influence on 
the White House. Also write directly to the president. 

Our democracy works only as we work at it. 
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(continued) 
cape all Federal U. S. income taxes 


on the Mideast profits, even though 
they are U. S. corporations. As Sen. 
Proxmire told the Senate, “None- 
theless, if anything goes wrong in 
the Mideast, the U. S. tax payer 
must send ships, bombers and men 
to protect these oil interests, while 
these companies evade all responsi- 
bility for sharing these costs with 
the U. S. tax payer.” 


The Wall Street Journal has re- 
ported that the U. S. oil executives 
in the Mideast now gloomly ad- 
mit that they will have to consider 
some new arrangement for the split 
of oil profits with the Mideast coun- 
tries in the face of present revolu- 
tionary conditions in the Arab 
world; either that or accept the 
threat of nationalization. Twelve 
years ago an International Cooper- 
ative Alliance was proposed, to be 
set up under the administrative of- 
fices of the United Nations, to direct 
the exploitation of all the oil re- 
sources of the world, so that all na- 
tions might have a fair and just ac- 
cess to this vital source of energy. 
But the U. S. oil corporations did 
everything possible to sabotage this 
move and are still prepared to fight 
any effort to regulate their industry. 
The N. Y. Times reported on Aug. 
3 that any debate in the United Na- 
tions or in caucus meetings of U. S. 
and Arab delegates is a signal for 
teams of U. S. oil men to appear in 
UN corridors and delegates’ rooms. 
“This and the dominance of the 
U. S. State Dept. by the oil interests 
explains why the Eisenhower ad- 
dress before the UN in August, 
which proposed a solution for all the 
economic woes of the Mideast, did 
not even mention oil — the one and 
only source of economic strength in 
the Mideast,” said one UN newsman. 
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